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>r PCT Article 33(2) as being anticipated by US 6,681 ,029 B1 (Rhoads). 



authentication (col 19, In 20-22), the method ct . 
first biometric parameter (col 12, In 53-57; col 64, In 63-67), where! 

(col 11 In 1-8); obtaining from the user a plurality of sf 1 

cwesP^dingTo'a Second biornetric parameter (col 12, In 53-57; col 64, In 63-67), wherein at least son* 
btained at different times (col 1 1 , In 1 -8); analyzing the plurality ol first measurements lo obtain a fir! 
malyzing the plurality of second measurements to obtain a second correlation value (col 9, ln_15-17 
urements into a first composite dataset in which the first measurements are weighted according to I 
id measurements are weighted according to the second correlation value (col 1 3, In 1 5-1 9); obtainii . 

soonding to the first biometric parameter (col 7, In 1-6; col 64, In 63-67); obtaining a second test measurement corresponding to the 
rdbiomelric parameter (col 7, In 1-6; col 64, In 63-67); and providing a confidence level of user authentcation based on a 
comparison ol the first and second test measurements with the first composrte dataset (col 8, In 59 to col 9, In 7; col 23, In 7-12, 34-38). 
Regarding claim 2, Rhoads discloses the method ol claim 1 as applied above. Rhoads further discloses further comprising *» 
user access to a first restricted destination if the confidence level is above 
In 31-36). 

Regarding claim 3, Rhoads discloses the method ol claim 2 as applied above, ^"^^^j'^yg an^,^ 
(c^^Un W-38; col 35, In 54-60; col 40, In 31-36). 
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In 54-60; col 4C 



s applied above. Rhoads further discloses fu 
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In 31-36). 



! method of claim 1 as applied at 
th the plurality of first measurements to 



Regarding claim 6, Rhoads discloses th 



nined range (col 7, In 1-6; col 40, In 31-36). 

Reaardina claim 8 Rhoads discloses the method of claim 7 as applied above. Rhoads further discloses further comprising withholding the 
first test measurement from supplementing the plurality of second measurements if the confidence level is above the threshold value and 
value is outside the predetermined range (col 23, In 41-61; col 40, In 31-36). 
n 9 Rhoads discloses the method of claim 1 as applied above. Rhoads further discloses wherein said analyzing of the 
measurements comprises weighting the first measurements according to the chronological order in which the first 
were obtained such that a newer measurement is weighted more heavily than an older measurement (col 58, m 1-5). 
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Ito. U V.2. Citations and explanations: 

. .^rding claim 10, Rhoads discloses the method of claim 9 as applied above. Rhoads further discloses wherein said analyzing of tht 
plurality ol second measurements comprises weighting the second measurements according to the chronological order in which the 
second measurements were obtained such that a newer measurement is weighted more heavily than an older measurement (col 58, In 



at, wherein weighting of the first test measurement 

n 15-19). 

ses the method of claim 1 , 
enrolling the user with respect to the second biometric parameter (col 54, In 10-14; col 64, In 63-67). 

Regarding claim 13 Rhoads discloses a method of authentication, the method comprising: obtaining from a user a plurality of first 

^responding to a lirst biometric parameter (col 12, In 53-57; col 64, In 63-67), wherein at least some of the first 

re obtained at different times (cot 11, In 1-8); obtaining from the user a plurality of second measurements corresponding to 
ic parameter (col 12, In 53-57; col 64, In 63-67), wherein at least some ol the second measurements are obtained at 

11, in 1-8); obtaining a first lest measurement corresponding to the first biometric parameter (col 7, In 1-6; col 64, In 63- 

67); obtaining a second test measurement corresponding to the second biometric parametencol 7, In ^1-6; col 64, jn 63-67);^ anajyzing a 

inalyzing a combination of the plurality of second measurements and the second test measurement to obtain a second correlation value 
col 9. In 15-17); and combining a weighted version ol the lirst and second test measurements into a composite dataset, wherein weighting 
>f the' first test measurement is based on the first correlation value and weighting of the secc~ J ' '~ ' ' ~~ " ' 
:orrelation value (cot 13, In 15-19); and comparing the composite dataset with a combinatior 
plurality of second measurements to determine a confidence level of user authentication (col 

Regarding claim 14, Rhoads discloses the method of claim 13 as applied above. Rhoads lu 



>f claim 13 as applied above. Rhoads further discloses further comprising 
ith the first test measurement and supplementing the plurality of second mea 
level is above a threshold value (col 7, In 1-6; col 40, In 31-36). 

Regarding claim 16, Rhoads discloses the method of claim 13 as applied above. Rhoads further discloses further comprising: comparing 
he first correlation value with a predetermined range; and supplementing the plurality of first measurements with thr 
neasurement if the first correlation value is within the predetermined range (col 23, In 34-38; col 35, In 54-60) and il 
tbove a threshold value (col 7, In 1-6; col 40, In 31-36). 

Regarding claim 17, Rhoads discloses the method of claim 13 as applied above. Rhoads further discloses wherein 
:ombination ol the plurality of first measurements and the first test measurement to obtain the first correlation value 
he first measurements and the first test measurement according to the chronological order in which said measurement: 
;uch that a newer measurement is weighted more heavily than an older measurement (col 56, In 1-5), and vvherein saic 

weighting the second measurements and the second test measurement according to the chronological ordej In whfch Si 

Regarding claim 18, Rhoads discloses the method of claim 13 as applied above. Rhoads further discloses wherein sak 
he plurality of first measurements and the plurality of second measurements is obtained by weighting the plurality of first measurements 
iccording to the first correlation value and weighting the plurality of second measurements according to the second correlation value (col 
3, In 15-19). 

Regarding claim 19, Rhoads discloses a method of authentication, the method comprising: obtaining from a user a first comparison 
latasel comprising a plurality of first measurements of a first biometric parameter (col 12, In 53-57; col 64, In 63-67), wherein each first 

caparison dataset comprising a plurality of second measurements of a second biometric parameter (col 12, In 53-57; col 64, In 63-67), 
wherein each second measurement is associated with a time at which the measurement was obtained (col 1 1 , In 1 -8); obtaining a lirst lesi 
dataset comprising a first test measurement associated with a lirst test time (col 7, In 1 -6; col 1 1 , In 1 -8; col 64, In 63-67); obtaining a 

st dataset comprising a second test measurement associated with a second test time (col 7, In 1 -6; col 1 1 , In 1 -8; col 64, In 63- 
ining the first and second comparison datasets into a composite dataset (col 8, In 59 to col 9, In 7); and comparing the first and 
st datasets with the composite dataset to provide a confidence level of user authentication (col 23, In 7-12, 34-38). 

Regarding claim 20, Rhoads discloses the method of claim 19 as applied above. Rhoads further discloses furthrr comprising updating tht 
i Son dataset to include the first test dataset and updating the second comparison dataset to include ti.e second test dataset if 
ice level is above a threshold value (col 7, In 1 -6; col 40, In 31 -36). 
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Regarding claim 21, Rhoads discloses the method of claim 19 as applied above. Rhoads 
second comparison datasets into a composite dataset comprises: analyzing at least the fir 
value (col 9, In 15-17); analyzing at least the second comparison dataset to obtain a secor 
least the first comparison dataset based on the first correlation value (col 58, In 1-5); and * 
based on the second correlation value (col 58, In 1-5). 



xf of claim 21 as applied above. Rhoads further discloses wherein said analyzing at least 
I the first measurements according to the chronological order in which said measurements 
.. s weighted more heavily than an older measurement (col 58, In 1-5), and said analyzing at 
least the second comparison dataset comprises weighting the second measurements according to the chronological order in which said 
measurements were obtained such that a newer measurement is weighted more heavily than an older measurement (col 58, In 1-5). 

Regarding claim 23, Rhoads discloses the method of claim 21 as applied above. Rhoads further discloses wherein said analyzing at least 
the lirst comparison dataset to obtain the first correlation value further includes analyzing the first test dataset in combination with the first 
comparison dataset (col 9, In 31-33), and said analyzing at least the second comparison dataset to obtain the second correlation value 
further includes analyzing the second test dataset in combination with the second comparison dataset (cof 9, In 31-33). 

Regarding claim 24, Rhoads discloses a method of authentication as applied above. Rhoads further discloses the method comprising: 
obtaining from a user a plurality of first measurements of a first biometric parameter (col 12, In 53-57; col 64, In 63-67), wherein at least 
some of the first measurements are obtained at different times (col 1 1 . In 1 -8); obtaining from the user a plurality of second measurements 
of a second biometric parameter (col 12, In 53-57; col 64, In 63-67), wherein at least some of the second measurements are obtained at 
different times (col 1 1 , In 1 -8); combining the first and second plurality of measurements Into a composite dataset in which measurements 
obtained during a later timeframe are afforded greater weight than measurements obtained during an earlier timeframe (col 58, In 1-5); 
obtaining a first test measurement of the lirst biometric parameter (col 7, In 1-6; col 64, In 63-67); obtaining a second test measurement of 
the second biometric parameter (col 7, In 1-6; col 64, In 63-67); comparing the first and second test measurements with the composite 
dataset; and providing a confidence level of user authentication based on the comparison of the first and second test measurements with 
the composite dataset (col 8, In 59 to col 9, In 7; col 23, In 7-12, 34-38). 

Regarding claim 25, Rhoads discloses the method ol claim 24 as applied above. Rhoads lurther discloses further comprising 
supplementing the plurality of first measurements with the first test measurement and supplementing the plurality of second measurements 
with the second test measurement if the confidence level is above a threshold value (col 23, In 34-38; col 35, In 54-60; col 40, In 31-36). 

Regarding claim 26, Rhoads discloses the method ol claim 24 as applied above. Rhoads lurther discloses wherein statistical analysis of 
the plurality ol first measurements yields a lirst value and statistical analysis ol the plurality ol second measurements yields a second valur, 
that is smaller than the first value (col 14, In 9-12; col 39, In 59-64), and wherein comparing the first and second test measurements with 
the composite dataset comprises combining the first and second test measurements into a composite test dataset in which the lirst test 

Regarding claim 27, Rhoads discloses a method for authenticating a user (col 19, In 20-22). the method comprising: obtaining from the 
user a first measurement ol a first biometric parameter (col 12, In 53-57; col 64, In 63-67) and a first measurement of a second biometric 
parameter (col 12, In 53-57; col 64, In 63-67) - " J - J -*« ' " •••'•--<-•—•'—'-< — ~— • 



„„ „ „ parameter (col 10, In 41); obtaining from the user a second measurement of the first biometric parameter (col 

12, In 53-57; col 64, In 63-67) and a second measurement of the second biometric parameter (col 12, In 53-57; col 64, In 63-67) within a 

parametw anda' third measurement of the second biometric parameter (col 1 2, In 53-57; col 64, In 63-67) within a third period of lime that 
is subsequent to the second period of time (col 1 1, In 1-8); comparing the third measurements with a weighted combination of the first 
measurements and second measurements (col 13, In 15-19), wherein the second measurements are more heavily weighted tnan the lirst 
measurements (col 58, In 1-5); and providing a confidence level of user authentication, wherein me confidence level is based on ^ ^ ^ 

9, ln P 7; co?23, In 7-12, 34-38). 

Regarding claim 28, Rhoads 



Regarding claim 34, Rhoads discloses the method of claim 32 as applied above. Rhoads further discloses wherein the third measurem 
of the lirst biometric parameter is weighted according to a degree of agreement between the first and second measurements of the first 
biometric parameter (col 13, In 15-19). 

Regarding claim 35, Rhoads discloses the method of claim 32 as applied above. Rhoads further discloses wherein the first biometric 
parameter is more likely to uniquely identify an individual than is the second biometric parameter, and wherein the first, second, and thir 

biometric parameter, respectively (col 58, In 1-5). 
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Continuation of: 

Box No. V.2. Citations and explanations: 

Regarding claim 36, Rhoads discloses the method ol claim 27 as applied above. Rhoads further discloses wherein each of the lirsl 
biometric parameter and second biometric parameter is selected from the group consisting of fingerprints, facial scans, retinal scans, iris 
scans, voice signatures, cardiac cycle signatures, and vein thermal profiles (col 34, In 27; col 64, In 60-67; col 69, In 37-38). 

Regarding claim 37, Rhoads discloses a system lor authenticating a user (col 19, In 20-22), the system comprising: a first device 
configured to obtain one or more measurements of a first biometric parameter (col 12, In 53-57; col 64, In 63-67); a second device 

In 53 9 57, col 64, In 63-67); one or more storage devices configured to store (col 19, In 35): a first measurement of the firstbiometric 
parameter and a first measurement of the second biometric parameter thai are obtained within a first time period (col 1 1 , In 1 -8; col 12, In 
53-57; col 64, In 63-67); and a second measurement of the first biomelric parameter and a second measurement of the second biometric 
parameter that are obtained within a second time period subsequent to the first time period (col 11, In 1-8; col 12, In 53-57; col 64, In 63- 
67); and one or more processors (col 19, In 9) configured to: combine the first measurements and the second measurements inlo a 
weighted combination (col 13, In 15-19), with the second measuremenls being weighted grealer than the first measurements (col 58, In 1- 
5); compare a third measurement of the first biomelric parameter obtained via the first device within a third period of time and a third 
id via the second device within the third period of time with the weighted 
;urements (col 13, In 15-19), wherein the third period of time is subsequent to the 
idence level of user authentication, wherein the confidence level is based on the 
ond measurements (col 8, In 59 to col 9, In 7; col 23, In 7-12, 34-38). 

;T Article 33(3) as being obvious over Rhoads in view of US 7,1 13,616 B2 to Ito et 



im 27 as applied above. Rhoads further discloses further comprising if the 
confidence level is above a threshold value (col 23, In 34-38; col 40, In 31-36). However, Rhoads does not explicitly disclose updating a 
template based on the third measurements il the confidence level is above a threshold value. However, Ito does disclose further 
comprising updating a template based on the third measurements if the confidence level is above a threshold value (col 8, In 64 to col 9, In 
11). II would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to add Ito's disclosure of updating a template based on the third 
measurements il the confidence level is above a threshold value to Rhoads' disclosure ol the method ol claim 27 further comprising il the 
confidence level is above a threshold value to provide the method with positive feedback. 

Regarding claim 30, Rhoads and Ito teach the method of claim 29 as applied above. Rhoads further discloses lurther comprising: 
obtaining a fourth measurement of the first biometric parameter and a fourth measurement of the second biometric parameter (col 12, In 
53-57; col 64, In 63-67) within a fourth period of time (col 1 1 , In 1 -8); and comparing Ihe fourth measurements with a weighted combination 
of at least the second measurements and the third measurements (col 13, In 15-19), wherein the third measurements are more heavily 
weighted than the second measurements (col 58, In 1-5). 

Regarding claim 31 , Rhoads and Ito teach the method of claim 30 as applied above. Rhoads further discloses wherein the fourth 
measurements are compared with a weighted combination of the first measurements, the second measurements, and the third 
measurements (col 13, In 15-19), wherein the third measurements are more heavily weighted than Ihe second measuremenls and the 
second measurements are more heavily weighted than the first measurements (col 58, In 1-5). 

Regarding claim 45, Rhoads discloses a method of authentication (col 19, In 20-22), the method comprising: comprising a first set of 
information regarding a first biometric parameter (col 12, In 53-57; col 64, In 63-67) and a second set ol information regarding a second 
biometric parameter (col 1 2, In 53-57; col 64, In 63-67); authenticating a user one or more times (col 1 9, In 20-22); altering a first fusion 
parameter regarding the first set of information as a result of authenticating the user one or more times (cd 93, In 22-43); altering a second 
lusion parameter regarding the second set of information as a result of authenticating the user one or more times (col 93, In 22-43); 
obtaining a third set ol information regarding the first biometric parameter (col 12, In 53-57; col 64, In 63-67); obtaining a fourth set of 
information regarding the second biometric parameter (col 12, In 53-57; col 64, In 63-67); comparing the third and lourth sets of information 
with a weighted version, wherein the first set of information is weighted according to the first fusion parameter and the second set ol 
information is weighted according to the second fusion parameter in the weighted (col 13, In 15-19); and providing a confidence level ol 
user authentication based on said comparing of the third and fourth sets of information with the weighted version of the template (col 8. In 
59 to col 9, In 7; col 23, In 7-12, 34-38). However, Rhoads does not explicitly disclose providing a template comprising a first set of 
information regarding a first biometric parameter and a second set of information regarding a second biometric parameter. However, Ito 
does disclose providing a template comprising a first set of Information regarding a first biometric parameter and a second set of 
information regarding a second biometric parameter (col 8, In 64 to col 9, In 1 1). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art to add Ito's disclosure of providing a template comprising a first set of information regarding a first biometric parameter and a 
second set ol information regarding a second biometric parameter to Rhoads' disclosure of a method of authentication, the method 
comprising: comprising a first set of information regarding a first biometric parameter and a second set of information regarding a second 
biometric parameter; authenticating a user one or more times; altering a first fusion parameter regarding the first set of information as a 
result of authenticating the user one or more times; altering a second fusion parameter regarding the second set ol information as a result 
of authenticating the user one or more times; obtaining a third set of information regarding the first biometric parameter; obtaining a fourth 
sel of information regarding Ihe second biometric parameter; comparing the third and fourth sets of information with a weighted version, 
wherein Ihe first set of information is weighted according to the first fusion parameter and the second set of information is weighted 
according to the second fusion parameter in the weighted; and providing a confidence level of user authentication based on said 
comparing of Ihe third and fourth sets of information with the weighted version of the template to provide a predeveloped lormat lor 
comparing the sets of information. 
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i case Ihe space in any of the preceding bi 
untinuation of: 

>x No. V.2. Citations and explanations: 

sgarding claim 46, Rhoads and Ito teach the method of claim 45 as applied above. Rhoads further discloses lurlher comprising altering 
3 first tusion parameter based on the third set of information and altering the second fusion parameter based on the fourth sc ' ' 
ormation if the confidence level is sufficient to identify the test subject as the user (col 93, In 22-43). 

igarding claim 47, Rhoads discloses a method of authenticating a user (col 19, In 20-22), the method comprising: a plurality < 
sasurements obtained from a user, the plurality ol first measurements being ot a first biometric parameter (col 12, In 53-57- c 
67), obtaining a test measurement ol the first biometric parameter (col 7, In 1 -6; col 64, In 63-67); comparing the lest measuren 
first biometric parameter with the template to obtain a confidence level of user authentication (col 8, ~~ 
36); granting Ihe user access to a first restricted destination if the confidence level is above a first threshold v£ 
In 54-60, col 40 In 31-36); and denying the user access to a second restricted destination if the confidence lew, „ ^, U v» a 
threshold value (col 23 In 34-38; col 35, In 54-60; col 40, In 31-36). However, Rhoads does not explicitly disclose providing a template 
However, Ito does disclose providing a template (col 8, In 64 to col 9, In 1 1 ). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
to Rhoads' d^- 1 "- < -« — «— «— • 



m . » ™ » * aiM-wsure oi providing a template to Rhoads' disclosure of a method of authenticating a user, the method comprising' 
plurality of first measurements obtamed from a user, the plurality of first measurements being of a first biometric oarameter: obtaining 



. , comparing Ihe ">•' -~-> . -< — ... '. ~ - . "9 

confidence level of user authentication; granting the use 
shold value; and denying the user access to a second re 
provide a predeveloped format for comparing the sets ol 



Regarding claim 48, Rhoads and Ito teach th 



ol 35, In 54-60; col 40, In 31-36). 



. Rhoads further discloses further comprising granting 
the second threshold value (col 23, In 34-38; col 35, Ir 
if the confidence level is below a third threshold va ' 



Regarding claim 49, Rhoads and Ito leach the method of claim 47 as applied ; 

'■"«"" comprises a plurality ol second measurements obtained from the user „._.„.., „, „ 

' " 2, In 53-57; col 64, In 63-67), and wherein the method further comprises: 
(col 7, In 1-6; col 64, In 63-67); and comparing the test measurement ol 
mfidence level of user authentication (col 8, In 59 to col 9, In 7; col 23, Ir 

Regarding claim 50, Rhoads and Ito teach the r 
destination comprises one of a secured physice 
(col 35, In 54-60). 



i under PCT Article 33(3) as being obvious over Rhoads in view of US 2006/01 71 571 A1 to 

nethod of claim 32 as applied above. Rhoads further discloses wherein weighting of the th 
, JU u - !r ls ,urtner based on the first value and weighting of the third measurement of the second 

further based on the second value (col 13, In 15-19). However, Rhoads does not explicitly disclose further 



or more quality m 



i„hti„„„i,h„.t,-H ' . , u \ measurement ot tne second biometnc parameter with a second value, wherein 

lighting ot the third measurement of the first biometric parameter is further based on the first value and weighting of the third 

TOsenlin^one ^ n^^t^^i^^th^mj 1 ^^ tVvh 7°°^ H ° WBVer ' Cha " d ° eS disclose ,urther comprisin 

more quality metrics ol the third measurement ol the second biometric parameter with a second value, wherein weTghtimdThThird 
asuremenl ol Ihe first biometric parameter is further based on the lirst value and weighting of the third measurement ol the second 

X TLT<? T tB ,' ' S ,f ^ S6d °" the SeCOnd va,ue <para (0022]) ' " would have 666,1 obvious 10 0,16 havin 9 ordinary skill in the , 
add Ohan s disclosure of further compnsing: representing one or more quality metrics of the third measurement ol the first biometric 
ameter with a first value; and representing one or more quality metrics of the third measurement of the second biometric parameter > 

lt'™r min9 , 0i ^ thifd me ^ urement of lhe lirst M°™tnc parameter is further based on the first value and 
h^. measuremen of the second btometnc parameter is further based on the second value to Rhoads' disclosure of the 
tnoo oi claim 32 wherein weighting of the third measurement of the first biometric parameter is further based on the first value and 
^TLu L« e n m ^ d i^ a ^ remem 0 • thB Se fL" d bi0metric P arame,er is ,uf 1 her on the second value to dynamically adjust the 
itive values involved in the comparing and the weighting of the measurements. 
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Continuation of: 

Box No. V.2. Citations and explanations: 

Regarding claim 38, Rhoads discloses a method ol authenticating a test subject as a user (col 19, In 20-22), the method comprisi., a 
providing a confidence level regarding whether the test subject is the user, wherein the confidence level is based on said comparing of the 
weighted combination of the template with the first and second sets of information (col 8, In 59 to col 9, In 7; col 23, In 7-12, 34-38), a lirst 
biometric parameter (col 12, In 53-57; col 64, In 63-67) and information regarding a second biometric parameter (col 12, In 53-57; col 64, Ir 
63-67), obtaining a first set of Information from the test subject regarding the first biometric parameter (col 12, In 53-57; col 64, In '63-67); 
obtaining a second set of information from the test subject regarding the second biometric parameter (col 12, In 53-57; col 64, In 63-67); 
comparing the template with a weighted combination of the first set of information and the second set of information, wherein the we' ' '' 
of the first set of information is based on the first score and the weighting of the second set of information is based on the second sc 
(col 8, In 59 to col 9, In 7; col 23, In 7-12, 34-38). However, Rhoads does not explicitly disclose associating a first score with the first 
information based on one or more quality metrics of the lirst set of information; associating a second score with the second set ol 
information based on one or more quality metrics of the second set of information. However, Chan does disclose associating a first score 
with the first sel of information based on one or more quality metrics of the first set of information (para [0022)); associating a second sco 
with the second set of information based on one or more quality metrics ol the second set of information (para [0022]). It would have be< 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art to add Chan's disclosure of associating a first score with the first set ol information based or 
one or more quality metrics of the first set of information; associating a second score with the second set of information based on one or 
more quality metrics of the second set ol information to Rhoads' disclosure of a method of authenticating a test subject as a user, the 
method comprising: and providing a confidence level regarding whether the test subject is the user, wherein the confidence level is basec 
on said comparing of the weighted combination of the template with the lirst and second sets of information, a first biomelric parameter 
— ^formation regarding a second biometric parameter, obtaining a first set of information from the test subject regarding the first 

'trie parameter; obtaining a second set of information from the test subject regarding the second biometric parameter; comparing the 
ate with a weighted combination of the lirst set ol information and the second set of information, wherein the weighting of the first set 
irmation is based on the first score and the weighting of the second set of information is based on the second score to for example 
lically adjust the weighting combination to provide a more accurate authentication of a test subject. 

ding claim 39, Rhoads and Chan teach the method ol claim 38 as applied above. Rhoads further di; 
ng the template based on the lirst and second sets of information if the confidence level is above a th 

ding claim 40, Rhoads and Chan teach Ihe 



n 41 , Rhoads and Chan teach the method of claim 38 as applied above. Rhoads further discloses wherein the weig 
iformation is further based on the capacity of the first biometric parameter to uniquely identify an individual and the 
'^econcUet of information is further based on the capacity of the second biometric parameter to uniquely identify ar 

1 42, Rhoads and Chan teach the method of claim 38 as applied above. Rhoads further discloses wherein the first score is 
substantially different from the second score (col 11, In 1-8) such I 
*t of information (col 58, In 1-5). 

Regarding claim 43, Rhoads and Chan teach the method of daim 
sufficiently different from the second score (col 1 1 , In 1 -8) such th; 
" (col 58, In 1-5). 

:laim 44, Rhoads and Chan teach the method of claim 38 as applied above. Rhoads further discloses wherein the one or rr 
quality metrics of Ihe first set of information and the one or more quality metrics of the second set of information are selected from the 
group consisting of the level of completeness of a set of information, the signal-to-noise ratio of a set of information, the presence of 
disqualifying features in a set of information, and Ihe conformance of a set of information to an expected signature profile (col 8, In 4). 

laims 1 -50 have industrial applicability as defined by PCT Article 33(4) because the subject matter can be made or used in industry. 
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